Introduction
The purpose of the study is to assess the degree to which International Investment (Trade) Factor has impacted on GDP in BRICS region. Better still; the analysis looks at the role of exports on GDP growth within BRICS region. It is so that there are many other aspects supporting GDP growth in this region and trade is just one of the sectors. However, such investigation is still significant in the sense it will inform the reader whether trade has had any valuable place in the ongoing economic growth within BRICS region. BRICS region incorporates Brazil, Russia, India, China, and South Africa. This is a region that has been undergoing tremendous economic growth since its inception (Smith, 2011) . The gross domestic product (GDP) serves as the most basic measure of a country's economic health (Liu et al, 2002) . Further, GDP constitutes the monetary value of the entire finished goods or services produced by a given country in a given period of time (Liu et al, 2002) . GDP is the total value for consumer spending, government outlays (spending), investments and balance of trade for a country (Makki & Somwap, 2004) . Therefore, from the understanding of GDP and its variables one can see that trade (balance of trade) takes just a part of it meaning it is not enough to explain GDP growth. However, just to remind the reader in this work the aim is to show whether BRICS region has benefited from export trade in enhancing its GDP growth. What has been the relationship? in the past, scholars developed models aimed at demonstrating the relationship involved between exports and economic growth (Sharma & Panagiotidis, 2005) . for instance, the export-led growth (ELG) model is one of them and secondly, growth-driven export model. in the former case, it affirms that comparative advantage catalyses trade activity consequently resulting in productive as well as efficient utilization of resources (Thangavelu & Rajaguru, 2004) . Thus when the export sector increases other improvements follow such as improved technology, availability of capital, and other growth (Rashid, 2007) . Other models that have been used refers to import-led growth (ILG) or growth driven export-import (GDE/GDI) (Ram, 2004) . in this current work the researcher shall basically focus on assess the potential causal relationship between GDP, imports, and exports to be estimated at current prices from the period 2004-2013. The main tests will include: i.The correlation between GDP and exports among the BRICS partners ii.Export cause growth to GDP among the BRICS partners
Methods
In this analysis, the aim shall be to critically evaluate the relationship between GDP growth and exports for the BRICS region. However, due to the limitations embedded in the type of data that shall be used, the researcher will employ a simpler model to demonstrate the basic relationship among the variables underscored earlier. The general scope of production (dependent variable) will be featured in the production function as outlined in the equation below: It is worth mentioning the study did not reply on panel data but rather analysed each BRICS country separately. The researcher hypothesizes a negative coefficient between growth and investment variable; the other hypothesis is that the relationship between growth and exports and population shall constitute a positive coefficient. The main data shall be obtained from the World Bank so as to have consistency and reliability/validity of data. The software tool carried out to perform statistical models was excel 2013.
Results
To start with is profiling the GDP per capita for BRICS region individually as nations. The data has been obtained from World Bank data base for each country in the period 2004-2012. However, it will be consolidated as shown in 
Discussion
As can be seen from the regression analysis in the case of South Africa, the R square was at 0.92 or 92% meaning investment, exports, and population growth explained GDP per capita. It means 8% of GDP per capita was explained by other factors not included in the analysis. The Anova p value .013 shows that for South Africa INV, POP, and EXP are statistically significantly different from GDP per capita. However, from the regression output per se the same three variables do not show any predictive significance to GDP per capita. It means, therefore, they have not significantly contributed to GDP per capita growth.
In the case of Russia, the R square 0.99, it indicates that POP, INV, and EXP explain 99% of the GDP per capita. Also Anova at significance level of .000113 indicates all the economic indicators selected have equal variance. Then, the p values in the regression output illustrates that INV (0.14) does not significantly predict GDP per capita. However, EXP (0.008) and POP (0.03) have significantly predicted GDP per capita.
Moving on to India R square at 0.98 shows 98% of the cases for EXP, POP, and INV explain the GDP. Then, the Anova at .0006 indicates a strong statistical significant difference among the same variables to GDP per capita. However, in the main regression it is only for EXP (.013) that there is indication that it significantly predicted GDP per capita. The same is not the case for INV (0.23) and POP (0.14).
In addition, China has an R square of 0.95 meaning 95% of its INV, EXP, and POP is what explained the trend in GDP.
With the Anova at .005 it shows a significant statistical difference between the GDP per capita and the rest three variables mentioned. However, none of the three independent economic variables significantly predicted the GDP.
Finally, for Brazil the R square was at 0.96 meaning 96% of the cases for EXP, POP, and INV did explain GDP per capita. The Anova with significance level at .003 shows a statistical significant difference between GDP and the three variables. However, in the main regression none of the three independent economic variables significantly predicted GDP.
It is worth stressing that for both China and Brazil EXP with 0.08 and 0.06 significance level were the closest in terms of significantly predicting the GDP compared to POP and INV.
Conclusion
In conclusion, it can now be confirmed that for BRICS POP, INV, and EXP explained over 90% of the GDP per capita. This is an important revelation from the regression analysis because it shows the three variables have been playing a role in economic development. But, when benchmarked with other independent economic variables it was seen that EXP was the highest variable in terms of significantly predicting GDP per capita. All, in all, in a future study it would be essential to assess data representing the BRICS region; it would be helpful to address the issue in this study using panel data analysis as a future improvement of the current outcomes of the study. 
